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But we thought other countries
would not tolerate that, and yet that is
exactly what happened. They Kkilled
people with whom they disagreed,
whether it be for religion, whether it
be the color of their skin. This must
not happen, and the world should do
something about it.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 987

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to have my name
removed as cosponsor of H.R. 987.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

CALLING FOR SIGNIFICANT RE-
FORMS IN AMERICA’S SANC-
TIONS POLICIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DOOLEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DOOLEY of California. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to be an advocate
for the United States making signifi-
cant reforms in our sanctions policy. It
is becoming increasingly apparent that
an increasing share of our gross domes-
tic product and indeed the growth of
our economy is becoming related to
trade.

It is obvious, I think, too, to most
Americans when we look at the fact
that only 4 percent of the world’s popu-
lation live inside our borders, with 96
percent living outside our borders, that
this country has to adopt policies to
ensure that we will have the greatest
access to these markets, because that
is where the interests of increased job
opportunities that are so important to
the working men and women of this
country as well as the market opportu-
nities for the businesses lie.

I have beside me here a chart which
really demonstrates one of the reasons
and makes one of the most compelling
arguments for sanctions reform. We
currently impose some form of sanc-
tions on over 75 countries. The most
distressing aspect of this is the fact
that it is costing our economy up to $15
to $20 billion a year in lost imports,
and that means we have $200,000 fewer
jobs, high-paying jobs in this country
because of the sanctions we have im-
posed.

I have introduced a piece of legisla-
tion with my colleague, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. Crane). It is a bipar-
tisan piece of legislation that is asking
us to adopt a new policy to ensure that
we will use sanctions only as a last re-
sort.

It does not say that Congress and
this country cannot impose unilateral
economic sanctions, but it does require
that before we do so we have to do an
analysis and make sure that when we
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impose a sanction, that it will indeed
achieve the objective of mitigation of
the behavior of a country which we are
targeting.

It also goes further, to say to Mem-
bers of Congress that we need to have a
study to analyze what will be the cost
to our economy, what will be the cost
in terms of jobs lost, what will be the
cost to our economy in terms of mar-
kets lost to U.S. companies by the im-
position of that sanction?

I am confident that once Members of
Congress have that information in
front of them, they are going to realize
that the policy and the utilization of
unilateral economic sanctions is a pol-
icy that harms the interests of the
working men and women, as well as the
businesses in this country.

A group of us who work closely with
the New Democrat Coalition have made
this one of our highest priorities, and
we are also expanding our effort to deal
with some issues which are important
to the technology sector.

It is clear when we look at the fact
that the United States has almost re-
mained an island of prosperity and eco-
nomic growth in the midst of a world
which is suffering from financial crisis,
that in large part that is due because
of the fact that the United States has
the relative advantage internationally
in the development of new technology.

Yet, we have some sanctions and
some export restrictions in place which
jeopardize our opportunity to continue
to have this advantage internationally.
It is time for us to relax some of our
restrictions on the export of tech-
nology, and particularly restrictions
on encryption technology.

Unfortunately, we have a policy that
restricts the sale of some of our com-
puters embedded with an encryption
technology that is using a technology
that is over 10 years old. The fact that
we have a policy in place now that will
preclude U.S. companies from mar-
keting some of their computers and
other technology internationally be-
cause of our restrictions on encryption,
how ludicrous this is witnessed by the
fact that anyone in the world today
can go to the Internet and download
encryption that is far more powerful
than that we are imposing upon or re-
stricting our companies from selling
that product overseas. That just does
not make sense any longer.

We also have a policy in place in this
country where we restrict the speed of
computers and microprocessors that we
can export outside of our borders. That
might have made sense 10 years ago or
even 5 years ago, when we were worried
about jeopardizing the national secu-
rity of this country by giving powerful
computers and putting them in the
hands of some of the people who
threaten world peace.

But unfortunately, we have main-
tained an old policy that has not kept
pace with the advancements in tech-
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nology. Back 20 years ago when we had
our Cray supercomputers, that were
certainly so powerful and so important
that we needed to have responsible re-
strictions on them, today we have
reached the point where there is going
to be a computer sold today, or in this
next 6 months, with a chip developed
by Intel which will have the capacity
to perform the number of operations
per second, and that chip alone will ex-
ceed the restrictions we have in place.

It is time for us to make some re-
sponsible reforms in encryption policy,
our restrictions on computer tech-
nology, and the overall reform of our
sanctions policy.

—————

IN REMEMBRANCE OF THE
ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KNOLLEN-
BERG) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise this afternoon in remembrance of a
dark period in American history, or ac-
tually in history, period. That point is
the Armenian genocide.

When most people hear the word
“genocide’” they immediately think of
Hitler. They think of the persecution
of the Jews during World War II. Most
individuals are unaware that the first
genocide of the 21st century occurred
during World War I and was per-
petrated by the Ottoman Empire
against the Armenian people.

Concerned that the Armenians would
move to establish their own govern-
ment, the Ottoman Empire embarked
on a reign of terror that resulted in the
massacre of over 1.5 million Arme-
nians. This atrocious crime began on
April 15, 1915, when the Ottoman Em-
pire arrested, exiled, and eventually
killed hundreds of Armenian religious,
political, and intellectual leaders.

Once they had eliminated the Arme-
nian people’s leadership, they turned
their attention to the Armenians serv-
ing in the Ottoman army. These sol-
diers were disarmed and placed in labor
camps, where they were either starved
or executed.

The Armenian people, lacking polit-
ical leadership and deprived of young,
able-bodied men who could fight
against the Ottoman onslaught, were
then deported from every region of
Turkish Armenia. The images of
human suffering from the Armenian
genocide are graphic, and are as haunt-
ing as the pictures of the Holocaust.

Why, then, it must be asked, are so
many people unaware of the Armenian
genocide? I believe the answer is found
in the international community’s re-
sponse to this disturbing event.

At the end of World War I, those re-
sponsible for ordering and imple-
menting the Armenian genocide were
never brought to justice, and the world
casually forgot about the pain and suf-
fering of the Armenian people.
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This proved to be a grave mistake.
Just a few years later in a speech on
the eve of World War II, Hitler justified
his brutal tactics with the infamous
statement, “Who today remembers the
extermination of the Armenians?” Six
years later, 6 million Jews had been
exterminated by the Nazis. Never had,
as the phrase goes, ‘‘“Those who forget
the past will be destined to repeat it,”
been more applicable.

If the international community had
spoken out against this merciless
slaughtering of the Armenian people
instead of ignoring it, the horrors of
the Holocaust might never have taken
place.

As we commemorate the 84th anni-
versary of the Armenian genocide, I be-
lieve it is time to give this event its
rightful place in history. So let us pay
homage to those who fell victim to
their Ottoman oppressors, and tell the
story of the forgotten genocide, for the
sake of the Armenian heritage. It is a
story that must be heard.

GUN SAFETY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, my
concern as a Member of Congress is
that the Federal Government does ev-
erything it can to be a full partner in
promoting the livability of our commu-
nities, because at the end of the day,
what our families care about is that
their children are safe when they go
out the door to go to school in the
morning, that the families are eco-
nomically secure and healthy. Of those
factors, the most important, I am sure,
is the safety of those families.

We have had within the last 24 hours
another tragic reminder that handgun
and firearm violence continues to be
either the first or second leading cause
of death and injury to America’s chil-
dren. It does not have to be this way. A
few weeks ago I was honored to host a
forum on this topic with several distin-
guished scholars who discussed ideas
with Members of Congress of things we
can do to reduce firearm violence with
our children.

For instance, we have the oppor-
tunity to make firearms safer. All we
need here in Congress is the will to
change Federal policy so that gun man-
ufacturers meet consumer safety
standards for their products.
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It is a shame and a national disgrace
that toy guns currently have higher
consumer product safety standards
than real guns. It is outrageous in
America that we cannot adopt the sim-
ple suggestion to require an indicator
that will tell somebody whether or not
a gun is loaded or require, for a few
cents or maybe a couple of dollars, a
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device that will not let a gun fire if the
clip has been removed, or requiring a
trigger lock on a gun.

It is sad that, given the tragic nature
of gun injuries and violence, that there
is not a single source of information in
the entire United States Government
to help us understand the pattern, to
isolate the patterns and types of vio-
lence and be able to do something
about it. It is not the case in other
parts of American society.

There are regulations that will in
fact make a difference to disrupt this
pattern of violence. We have dem-
onstrated that by taking away the
right to own guns from people who
have demonstrated that they are not
responsible gun owners; that we can
make a difference in how those guns
are used. We have shown that there are
consistent areas of support to expand
that pattern of denial to people who
have consistently shown patterns of
violent and reckless behavior. The vast
majority of the American public sup-
ports it. The majority of gun owners
support it.

It is time for us to take that simple
step to reduce unnecessary gun vio-
lence. It is time for the Federal Gov-
ernment to step forward and stop pur-
chasing firearms for our use that do
not have smart gun technology that
ensures that that gun that we give to a
law enforcement officer cannot be used
against him or her, to personalize the
weapon. Similarly, we would not think
of having an automobile that did not
have a key that personalized its use, so
we should do the same with firearms.

There are other important areas that
we have tried to bring before people in
this Chamber. Law enforcement wants
us to help them tackle the all-too-fre-
quent problems of firearm violence.
Fifteen States have child access pro-
tection laws which make it harder for
children to gain access to guns.

We have had the tragic example of
Jonesboro, Arkansas where the chil-
dren’s first stop was at a home that
used safe storage of the weapons.
There, even using a blowtorch, they
were unable to get access to weapons.
They went to the next home, and there
the weapons were open and accessible.
The rest is tragic history.

The horror that we witnessed yester-
day in Colorado is part of a larger pat-
tern. How many more examples are we
going to have to witness before we
come to our senses on the floor of this
Chamber and take simple steps?

There is no one single solution to
solve the epidemic of gun violence, but
we have the responsibility to under-
take these simple, common sense steps.
I pray the Republican leadership will
allow us to vote on some of them in the
course of this session.

———
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
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may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the subject of my special
order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

———

84TH COMMEMORATION OF
ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. PORTER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, today I
come to the floor to again commemo-
rate the anniversary of one of the dark-
est stains on the history of modern civ-
ilization, the genocide of the Armenian
people by the Ottoman Turkish Em-
pire.

I greatly appreciate the strong sup-
port of so many of our colleagues in
this effort, especially the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE), my
fellow cochairman of the Armenian
Issues Caucus. I commend him for ar-
ranging this special order and for his
continued dedication to these vitally
important issues.

I would also like to recognize the
gentleman from California (Mr. RADAN-
OVICH) and the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. BONIOR) for introducing a res-
olution calling for a collection of all
U.S. records relating to the Armenian
genocide.

Mr. Speaker, I wish, as every Member
does, that this special order did not
have to take place. We would like to
believe that such a tragedy could never
have happened in the modern world be-
cause it is painful to accept that man
is capable of committing and toler-
ating such atrocities.

Unfortunately, we have seen over and
over the tragic results of hatred and ig-
norance: the Holocaust, the Rwandan
genocide, and today the ethnic cleans-
ing in the former Yugoslavia. Far too
often the so-called civilized nations of
the world have turned a blind eye.

I cannot stand here at this moment
and talk about genocide without men-
tioning a genocide which is happening
right now before our eyes. Today the
United States is not sitting by and
simply watching this happen, unlike
its reaction to the Armenian genocide
84 years ago. The United States is em-
barking on a new phase of foreign pol-
icy.

This is perhaps, Mr. Speaker, the
first time in all of human history that
the greatest power in the world is not
using its power with the aim of advanc-
ing itself and its own interests, but
with the intent of protecting and de-
fending a group of oppressed people.
The American people can be proud that
we are finally using every effort to stop
the ethnic cleansing of innocent peo-
ple. These efforts were not made in the
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